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HEREIS HOW THIEU AND COMPANY STALLED BUNKER FOR NINE HOURS 
ON FRIDAY NIGHT. 

SAIGON 41768 


1. FOLLOWING IS THE TEDIOUS BUT REVEALING RECORD, HIGHLY 
COMPRESSED, OF THE THREE MEETINGS AND APPROXIMATELY NINE HOURS 
OF NEGOTIATION I HAD THROUGH FRIDAY NIGHT, FIRST WITH FOREIGN 
MINISTER THANH AND PRESIDENTIAL ASSISTANT DUC, AND THEN WITH 
PRESIDENT THIEU AND VICE PRESIDENT KY, IN ADDITION TO THANH 
AND DUC. THE FIRST MEETING LASTED FROM 8:00 PM TO 10:00 PM 
OCTOBER 31, THE SECOND FROM ABOUT 11:00 PM TO 3:00 AM NOVEMBER 
1, THE THIRD (AFTER MY TELEPHONE TALK WITH THE SECRETARY) 

FROM 5:00 TO ABOUT 7:45 AM. BERGER AND HERZ HELPED DURING 
THESE ARDUOUS DISCUSSIONS. IT TURNED OUT TO BE A STERILE EXERCISE. 
WITH THE GVN GENERALLY THROWING UP OBSTACLES TO AGREEMENT FASTER 
THAN WE COULD REMOVE THEM, ALTHOUGH THERE WERE MOMENTS WHEN 
WE THOUGHT WE HAD REMOVED ALL THE OBSTACLES THAT EXISTED AT THE 
PARTICULAR TIME. IF THIS NIGHT WAS TRYING FOR US, I CAM IMAGINE 
HOW TRYING IT MUST HAVE BEEN FOR THOSE IN WASHINGTON WHO WERE 
WAITING AND ATTEMPTING TO HELP IN BRINGING THE GVN WITH US. 


2. AT OUR FIRST MEETING WITH THANH HE FUNCTIONED AS A KIND OF 
PICADOR, BRINGING UP A LOT OF VEXING AND TIME CONSUMING 
MATTERS, SOME OF THEM PROCEDURAL, INCLUDING SOME THAT WE HAD 
ALREADY SETTLED. LOOKING AT OUR LIST OF SUBJECTS ON WHICH THE 
GVN AND THE U.S., RESPECTIVELY, MIGHT TAKE THE LEAD IN 

RE DECLARED THAT THERE ARE NO SUBJECTS WHICH ARE NOT 
5°/J C 5 RN T0 GVN SINCE THE SUBJECT OF THE TALKS IS SOUTH 

^n?I-r N ?tl?r-oi: T £ 0UGH HE AGREED THAT some subjects would be of 

J NT “ REST * NEXT HE SAID THE GVN "DESIRES MORE PRECISIONS" ON 
HOW THE U.S. DELEGATION WOULD REACT IF THE OTHER SIDE CLAIMED 
TO BE TWO DELEGATIONS, AND IF THE DRV WERE TO LEAVE. THE 
CONFERENCE CHAMBER OR OTHERWISE TURN OVER SOME SUJBECT TO THE 
NLF ON THE GROUND THAT THE LATTER WAS QUALIFIED TO DEAL WITH 

U* J GAI .. D n T nI RIRST observation GAVE US NO TROUBLE ALTHOUGH 
5SL W0 V» D BE REJECTS, SUCH AS THE WITHDRAWAL OF U.S. 

FORCES, IN WHICH IT WAS NOT UNREASONABLE TO SUPPOSE A 

G, ~S. INTEREST. AS FOR THE STATUS OF AN NLF "n^LEGATION" t 

™KI2itS U ?«I 25 n^2 ANDUM ° N ™ IS VERY SUBJECT WHICH Wi HAD ’ ' 
TAVTMo H T?r I H £ NH 0CT0BER 24 AND WHICH HAD CONTAINED AN UNDER- 

nSuJ,onAl^ A L T 2LH’ S * W0ULD TOLERATE No MANEUVERS DESIGNED T0--■ 

wH N rrrnDTc R T FREEZE 0tJT THE GVN AND THAT WE WOULD SUPPOPT :4A' • 

OF HANOI MAKE CLEAR THAT ™ E NLF IS A MERE EMANATI0N ' S 














3. THANH BORED IN DEEPER. THE GVN, HE SAID, DESIRES TO PARTI¬ 
CIPATE IN SECRET PRELIMINARY MEETINGS WITH THE U.S. ANJ3 THE DRV 

TO DISCUSS PROCEDURE, AND "IF THE THREE REPRESENTATIVES ARRIVE AT* \ 
AN AGREEMENT" THE GVN WOULD THEN PERMIT THE DATE FOR THE FIRST 
REGULAR MEETING TO BE FIXED. I SAID I DOUBTED WHETHER THAT WOULD 
BE POSSIBLE. WE COULD NOT CALL A "THREE-POWER" MEETING WITH THE 
DRV, EVEN A PROCEDURAL ONE, BUT WE STOOD BY OUR COMMITMENT TO 
SUPPORT THE GVN IN ITS NON-RECOGNITION OF THE NLF. THANH CLAIMED 
THAT WE HAD "UNDERTAKEN TO SEE TO IT THAT THE OTHER SIDE IS ONE 
DELEGATION." I SAID WE HAD NEVER SAID WE COULD DO THIS, ALTHOUGH 
WE HAD AGREED TO SUPPORT THE GVN IN ITS CONTENTION THAT THE OTHER 
SIDE IS IN AFFECT ONE DELEGATION; BUT WE COULD NOT GET THE 
OTHER SIDE TO AGREE TO THIS. WE WOULD INSIST THAT THERE MUST 
NOT BE SEPARATE FLAGS AND NAMEPLATES, AS WE HAD AGREED BETWEEN 
US. ON ALL THESE MATTERS WE COULD AND WOULD HELP. BUT WE 
CANNOT CONTROL WHAT THE OTHER SIDE WILL CALL THEMSELVES. 

4. NEXT THANH SAID THAT AFTER THE BOMBING CESSATION PRESIDENT 
THIEU WOULD HAVE TO DEC ^RE THAT HANOI HAD "PROMIS TO DE- 
ESCALATE" AND THAT THE ~i'HER SIDE WOULD BE "ONLY ONE DELEGATION", 

THAT THE PRINCIPAL NEGOTIATORS WOULD BE THE GVN AND THE DRV, 

AND THAT THE U.S. HAD OBTAINED THESE CONCESSIONS FROM HANOI, I 
WENT PATIENTLY OVER THE HISTORY OF HOW WE HAD ARRIVED AT OUR 
UNDERSTANDINGS WITH HANOI AND EXPLAINED WHY STATEMENTS LIKE 
THOSE HE PROPOSED WOULD BE IMMEDIATELY DENIED BY THE OTHER SIDE. 

I DID THIS AT SOME LENGTH ALTHOUGH I BELIEVE THANH ALREADY KNEW 
VERY WELL EVERTHING THAT I REVIEWED WITH HIM. 

4 

5. WE THEN HAD AN INTERESTING EXCHANGE IN WHICH THANH CLAIMED 
THAT IF THE ENEMY FAILED TO ATTACK THE CITIES, THIS SHOULD BE 
INTERPRETED NOT AS RESTRAINT ON HIS PART BUT AS DUE TO THE 
SUCCESS OF OUR MILITARY OPERATIONS WHICH HAD DEPRIVED HIM OF THE 
CAPABILITY OF ATTACKING THE CITIES. I SAID THE ENEMY STILL HAD 
THE CAPACITY OF LAUNCHING COSTLY MILITARY OPERATIONS, WAS NOT 
FINALLY BEATEN, AND IN ANY EVENT HE COULD STILL MORTAR AND ROCKET 
THE CITIES. I TERM THIS EXCHANGE INTERESTING BECAUSE, AS IT 
HAPPENS, IT WAS PUNCTUATED BY EXPLOSIONS OF ROCKETS THAT WERE 
JUST BEING FIRED INTO SAIGON, ONE OF WHICH I UNDERSTAND IMPACTED 
IN THE PALACE GROUNDS ALTHOUGH IT DID NOT EXPLODE. 

6. I FINALLY SAID WE WERE APPROACHING THE MOMENT OF DECISION, 

I HAD TRANSMITTED A MESSAGE FROM PRESIDENT JOHNSON TO PRESIDENT 
THIEU, WE HAD OVER THE PAST DAYS MADE MANY EFFORTS TO MEET 
THEIR REQUESTS AND HELP THEM WITH THEIR PROBLEMS, BUT I NEEDED 
TO KNOW THE FINAL POSITION OF THE GVN. THANH THEN SAID "THE 
ESSENTIAL THING IS THAT THERE MUST BE ONE DELEGATION ON THE 
OTHER SIDE. YOU MUST OBTAIN THIS FROM HANOI. EVERYTHING ELSE 
WE CAN SETTLE AFTERWARDS. TO YOU THIS MAY SEEM A SECONDARY MATTER, 

BUT IT IS OUR UNANIMOUS OPINION IT IS VITAL." I SAID I HAD 
BEEN.OVER THIS WITH THE PRESIDENT, HE HAD RECEIVED ASSURANCES 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES THAT WE WOULD NOT 
RECOGNIZE THE NLF, WE ARE PREPARED TO TREAT THEM IN THE MEETINGS 
AS PART OF THE HANOI DELEGATION, WE CANNOT DO MOPE THAN THIS. 

I ASKED TO SEE THIEU AGAIN, AND AFTER A LONG WAIT WE WERE 
USHERED INTO THE PRESIDENT’S OFFICE. KY JOINED US A LITTLE 
LATER. 











7 THEIU LED OFF BY REMARKING THAT HANOI WASN’T SHOWING MUCH 

OF THE GOOD WILL THEY WERE CLAIMING, BY SENDING ROCKETNG ROCKETS 
SAIGON ON THE NATIONAL HOLIDAY. I SAID THEY WERE SENDING ROCKET . 
ucoc* aM r\ uitt wfrf BOMBING THEM IN THE NORTH# THIEU REACTED 
Swil.O SPYING "THEYARE THE AGGRESSORS AND WE ARE THE DEFENDERS, 
rl» m NO COMPARISON "HE THEN SAID THE NATIONAL SECURITY 
SXSIlL HAD MET IN THE AFTERNOON AND THERE WERE "REMAINING POINTS" 
SmED TO BE CLEARED UP. HE WISHED TO REEMPHASIZE THAT 
™E T pS!e 0? A B«Bi* CESSATION, AS SEEN BY THE GVN WAS 
/ A % Tr » ppnnnPF DE-ESCALATION# (B) TO LEAD TO DIRECT GVN . J 
,1° ?o "SaKP SURE THAT THE NLF DOES NOT RECEIVE AMY 

^mSat* Status ° he said the gun had never been opposed to 

?BOMBI»G HALIBUT HE SAW LITTLE ADVANTAGE IN IT PARTICULARLY .. 
SINCE HANOI WOULD CLAIM THAT IT WAS UNCONDITIONAL. 

ft T ftATD WE HAD ANSWERED MOST OF THE POINTS RAISED BY THE FOR 
2; N Se Sew OVER THE ADVANTAGES OF THE BOMBING HALT FOR 
rur r ., M AMn sain WE HAD FOUGHT LONG AMD HARD TO GET THE OTHER 

presence* of^the^gvh ^i^repeatId°that^if^the talks^are^not^ 

STSSfe^oTSS cities^*the^ppesident^would^order^the bombing 

ITSELF OF^THE^OPPOPTUNITY^TO^TALK^AEOUT^PEACE^WITH THE OTHER 

^icfNPESpSE^IL^S^OwfHSISfS^ATTirs^F SrINCIPLE, 

BUT NOT ON STICKING POINTS OF PROCEDURE. 

« TTTTrM CATH TUP- PUN HAS COMPLETE CONFIDENCE IN OUR STATEMENTS 

IKS&SfiSA“.raS XT.«Y 0 JSTcJI map, IF 

a 0 soldier! C the H enormous P difference in status between the GVN 
AND THE NLF WOULD BE APPARENT TO EVERYONE. 

m TUTCI! nTSARPEFD AND KY SUPPORTED HIM. WE WENT AROUND AND 

i?*ouS ‘““emhf “ioln that the vietnames' veren-t will- 

VV.S U Tn 1 tctcm to PFft* < FINALLY, AFTER KY HAD Sr.xD THAT THE 

JJ;® M2rb S ^TMr T °i R ASKED'THEM HOW MUCH TIME THEY NEEDED. THIEU 
®ros TIME, i ASKEr ™|" t 5v e tq t#] _ k tfITH THE DRV IB PftR i S , 

t H L h ™ T0 E fCCE?T THE "THREE-POWER" FORMULA. THIS SEEMED—-- 
ENTIRELY^OPEN-ENDED. REPGER SAID IF THEY WISHED TO GO INTO ^ 
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PROCEDURAL CONFERENCE WITH DRV, THE OTHER SIDE WOULD BRING THE 
NLF ALONG. THIEU SAID, WITH HORROR, THAT WOULD BE LA FIN DES 
HARICOTS" (ROUGHLY, THE END OF EVERYTHING). KY SAID WE SHOULD 
GIVE THE GVN SOME TIME TO TRY TO WORK OUT WITH THE DRV IN 
PARIS THE CONDITIONS THAT WOULD ALLOW THE GVN TO PARTICIPATE IN 
NEGOTIATIONS. HE ADDED THAT THE GVN WOULD "NEVER" GO TO 
NEGOTIATIONS IF HANOI INSISTS ON PUTTING THEM ON THE SAME LEVEL 

AS THE NLF. 

11. WE SAID TALKING WITH THE NLF AND TREATING THEM AS PART OF 
THE HANOI DELEGATION DID NOT IMPLY BEING ON THE SAME LEVEL. 

KY SAID IF A YOUNG GIRL SPENDS THE NIGHT IN A LOCKED ROOM WITH 
A GROWN-UP MAN, SHE MAY SAY THAT SHE IS TILL INNOCENT BUT 
NOBODY WILL BELIEV HER. FINALLY, KY SUGGESTED THAT THE 
JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT, INSTEAD OF FIXING A DATE FOP THE FIRST 
MEETING, SHOULD JUST SAY, "AT AN EARLY DATE, THE TIME TO BE 
ARRANGED BETWEEN THE TWO SIDES." (THIS REMARK WAS MADE WITH 
TONGUE IN CHEEK AND, AS NOTED PARAGRAPH 17, WITH AN ULTERIOR 
PURPOSE.) I SAID IF IT IS LEFT INDEFINITE, THIS WOULD JUST HAND 
HANOI A VICTORY AS THEY HAD ALL ALONG WANTED A LONG INTERVAL 
BETWEEN THE BOMBING CESSATION AND THE BEGINNING OF NEGOTIATIONS. 
IT WAS WE WHO HAD FORCED THEM TO COME TO THE CONFERENCE TABLE 
IN THREE DAYS, LATER EXTENDED TO ONE WEEK, AFTER THE GVN ASKED 
FOR MORE TIME. KY SAID IF IT TOOK TWO MONTHS TO GET HANOI TO 
ACCEPT THAT THE NLF IS NOT A SEPARATE ENTITY, THE TWO MONTHS 
WOULD BE WELL SPENT. DUC ADDED THAT PAST EXPERIENCE SHOWS THAT 
NEGOTIATONS WITH THE COMMUNISTS ALWAYS LAST A LONG TIME. IF IT 
TAKES SEVERAL MONTHS TO ESTABLISH CLEAR GROUND RULES, THIEU 
WOULD HELP TO MAKE PROGRESS MORE QUICKLY LATER. I SAID THE 
AMERICAN PEOPLE WILL NOT ACCEPT CONTINUING A WAR JUST 
BECAUSE PROCEDURAL QUESTIONS APE PREVENTING SUBSTANTIVE 
NEGOTIATIONS. 


s 


12. AFTER SOME FURTHER DISCUSSIONS, I AGREED TO PUT UP TO 
WASHINGTON THE AMENDED FIRST SENTENCE OF THE LAST PARAGRAPH OF 
THE JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT, TO PEAD: "THE FIRST MEETING OF THE 
DIRECT TALKS WILL BE CONVENED IN PARIS AT AN EARLY DATE AFTER 
PRELIMINARY AGREEMENT ON THE BASIC GROUND PULES OF THE 
TALKS." KY ALSO PLEADED FOR ANOTHER 24 HOURS. HE SAID IN ANY 
CASE THE' SECURITY COUNCIL HAD TO BE CONSULTED AGAIN IF THE 
GVN WAS TO GO ALONG WITH THE JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT. THIEU SAID, 
WITH SOME EMOTION, THAT THE WAR HAD BEEN GOING ON FOR 20 YEARS 
AND HE DIDN'T SEE WHY WE SHOULD BEGRUDGE THE GVN A FEW DAYS. 

I OBSERVED THAT IT WAS NOT JUST A MATTER OF TIME. IF THE GVN 
WISHED US TO WAIT UNTIL IT HAD HANOI'S EXPLICIT AGREEMENT THAT 
THE NLF HAU NO STATUS, THIS WAS TANTAMOUNT TO ASKING THE U.S. 
TO FIGHT ON UNTIL THE ENEMY CAPITULATES. 


13. THE FOREIGN MINISTER THEREUPON TABLED AN AMENDMENT TO 

PARAGRAPH 3 OF THE JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT, WHICH WOULD HAVE 

RELIEVED PRESIDENT THIEU OF ANY RESPONSIBLITY FOR THE FINDING 

THAT "NORTH VIET NAM INTENDS TO DE-ESCALATE THE WAR AND TO 

ENTER INTO DIRECT AND SERIOUS TALKS", PINNING THIS ENTIRELY TO 

PRESIDENT - JOHNSON. FRANKLY, THE UNWILLINGNESS OF THE GVN 

LEADERS TO INCLUDE THE PHRASE, EVEN IN CONNECTION WITH OUP 

PPESIDENT, THAT HE HAD "GOOD REASON TO BELIEVE", REMAINED UNEXPLAINED. 

SINCE THEY WERE OBDURATE ON THIS POINT IT APPEARS THAT THEY—---"" 


WERE SUGGESTING A PHRASING WHICH THEY KNEW WE WOULD BE UNABLE-TO 
ACCEPT. IN THE END, AT THEIR INSISTENCE, I AGREED TO PUT 
IT UP TO WASHINGTON. 



iwm 
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14. THIEU GOT TESTIER AND REMARKED, PERHAPS REVEALINGLY: "IF WE 
ARE FRIENDS AND IF OUR COMMON GOAL IS TO FORCE THE ENEMY, WE 
SHOULD WORK MORE CLOSELY TOGEHTER. WE SHOULD TAKE TIME TO STUDY ; 
CAREFULLY WHAT WE CAN DO, AND WE WILf HAVE BETTER RESULTS. I 
HAVE THE FEELING SINCE MANY DAYS WE ARE BEING FORCED.TO RUN 
AGAINST THE CLOCK. I DON’T KNOW WHY, TO SATISFY THE ENEMY? WE 
HAVE MO REASON NOT TO SPEND ANOTHER DAY TO HAVE A BETTER RESULT." 
PERHAPS IT IS SUFFICIENT FOR THE RECORD TO SHOW THAT I MADE THE 
APPROPRIATE RESPONSE AT GREAT LENGTH, EXPLAINING HOW WE HAD COME 
TO THIS POINT AND WHAT WERE OUR OPPORTUNITIES AND DANGERS, HOW 

WE HAD GONE OUT OF OUR WAY TO PROVIDE THE STRONGEST POSSIBLE 
ASSURANCES TO THEM, AND HOW WE DESERVED THEIR TRUST. THIEU, 
BECOMING MORE EMOTIONAL, SAID THE FATE OF HIS NATION WAS AT STAKE. 
KY SAID HE COMPLETELY SUPPORTED THE PRESIDENT. IT WAS LEFT THAT 
IF WASHINGTON COULD ACCEPT THE PROPOSED CHANGES IN THE 
ANNOUNCEMENT, THE GVN WOULD GO WITH US. (WE WILL NEVER KNOW 
IF THEY WOULD HAVE, EVEN THEN.) 

15. WE RECONVENED AT ABOUT 5:00 AM. I DELIVERED T W E PRESIDENT’S 
PERSONAL MESSAGE TO T’'~EU WHO READ IT AND PASSED 

TO KY. (I DID NOT DEL*.£R THE MESSAGE TO KY, WHICH WOULD HAVE 
IRRITATED THIEU IF HE HAD SEEN IT. ALSO I WAS BY NO MEANS 
SURE THAT KY WAS PLAYING HONESTLY WITH US.) I THEN EXPLAINED 
THE DEPARTMENT’S COUNTER-PROPOSALS, STRESSING THAT THEY WERE 
THE RESULT OF CLOSE CONSULTATION WITH THE WHITE HOUSE AND 
THAT WE WERE MAKING AN EXTRAORDINARY EFFORT TO REMOVE THE 
OBSTACLES TO AGREEMENT. DESPJTE THE PRESIDENT’S NICE GESTURE, 

THE ATMOSPHERE WAS DISTINCTLY WORSE. THIEU ESPECIALLY DISLIKED 
OUR PROPOSAL TO DROP THE SENTENCE ABOUT THE NEXT MEETING 
ALTOGETHER —EVIDENTLY BECAUSE THIS REMOVED HIS IDEA OF GIVING 
THE GVN A VETO OVER WHEN OR WHETHER SUBSTANTIVE TALKS WERE 
TO START. I POINTED OUT THAT PRESIDENT JOHNSON WISHED TO 
ACCOMMODATE PRESIDENT THIEU'S CONCERN ABOUT TIME, THAT UNDER OUR 
REVISED FORMULA THE SUBSTANTIVE TALKS COULD START WHENEVER THE GVN 
WAS READY, ALTHOUGH WE WOULD HAVE TO CONTINUE OUR MEETINGS WITH 
THE DRV IN THE MEANTIME. THANH WANTED TO KNOW WHETHER THE NLF 
WOULD ATTEND THOSE MEETINGS, AND I SAID I DIDN’T KNOW. THE GVN 
SIDE PROPOSED A COUNTER-DRAFT PROVIDING THAT THE "FIRST MEETING 
OF THE DIRECT TALKS" WOULD START AFTER PRELIMINARY AGREEMENT 
HAD BEEN REACHED ON THE GROUND RULES. 

IS. THIEU ALSO OBJECTED TO THE RE-INSERTION OF THE WORDS "HAS 
GOOD REASON TO BELIEVE" CLAIMING THAT HE NEEDED MORE THAN THAT 
TO SATISFY CRITICS WHO WOULD CHARGE THAT WE HAD NO PROOF OF 
HANOI’S GOOD-WILL. HE ALSO OBJECTED TO THE STATEMENT THAT THE 
BOMBING HALT WOULD BRING ABOUT DE-ESCALATION BECAUSE OF THE 
POSSIBLE IMPLICATION THAT ALL THE DE-ESCALATION MIGHT BE ON 
OUR SIDE. CHE SUGGESTED TO TRY INSERTION OF THE WORD "MUTUAL"). 
THIEU SAID ACIDLY THAT "IF PRESIDENT JOHNSON HAS AN AGREEMENT 
WITH THE ENEMY, I CANNOT PREVENT HIM FROM STOPPING THE BOMBING, 

I DON’T KNOW WHAT KIND OF AGREEMENT HE HAS. IF HE WANTS TO 
MOVE, HOW CAN I STOP HIM?” I EXPLAINED AGAIN THAT WE HAD INSISTED 
WITH THE OTHER SIDE THAT THERE MUST BE A MEETING PRDMPLTY 
AFTER THE BOMBING CESSATION. IT WAS WE WHO HAD INSISTED AND 
HANOI THAT HAD GIVEN IN. 












17. IT BECAME CLEARER AND CLEARER THAT THIEU AND HIS COLLEAGUES 
HAD LITTLE REGARD FOR THE TIME THAT WAS SLIPPING BY. (WE K^PT 
LOOKING AT OUR WATCHES; THEY NEVER LOOKED AT THEIRS.) THIEU 
SAID HE WOULD FIND IT DIFFICULT TO EXPLAIN TO HIS COLLEAGUES • i 
WHY WE COULD NOT HAVE WAITED "A WEEK-OR TEN DAYS." KY DEVELOPED 
THE THEORY THAT IN BARGAINING WITH THE DRV, IF THEY DIDN'T 
ACCEPT THE IDEA OF A "THREE-POWER CONFERENCE", PERHAPS THEY COUL n 
BE BROUGHT TO ACCEPT THAT IT WAS A "THREE-AND-A-HALF.POWER 
CONFERENCE”. THIEU CAME BACK TO THE THREE POINTS (PARA 7 
ABOVE). WE TRIED A NEW FORMULATION FOR THE LAST PRARGRAPH 
("THE DATE OF THE FIRST MEETING...WILL BE ANNOUNCED WHEN 
PRILIMINARY AGGANGEMENTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED"), BUT 
THE GVN SIDE INSISTED ON THE WORD "AGREEMENT" AND WERE QUITE 
FRANK IN EXPLAINING THAT THIS WORD MEANT TO THEM THAT THERE 
COULD BE NO BEGINNING TO THE NEGOTIATIONS UNTIL THEY WOULD BE 
SATISFIED THAT THE DRV HAD AGREED TO STATE THAT THE NLF WAS 
PART OF THEIR DELEGATION. 

IB. TIME WAS TICKING AWAY, AND I TRIED TO BRING THE DISCUSSION 
TO SOME CONCLUSION, BUT THE DESULTROY EXCHANGES CONTINUED. THIEU 
FLARED UP SUDDENLY THAT HE WAS BEING PREVENTED FROM COMMUNICATING 
WITH HIS PEOPLE ("WHAT KIND OF A PRESIDENT AM I IF I CANNOT 
TALK TO MY COLLEAGUES OR TO THE PEOPLE?), A REFERENCE TO OUR 
STRICUTURES AGAINST THE DISCLOSURES ABOUT OUR CURRENT DISCUSSIONS. 
I REPLIED WITH PATIENCE AND SAID WE WERE NOT PREVENTING 
HIM AT ALL. I REFERRED TO THE FACT THAT WE WERE ASKING ALL THE 
TCC'S TO KEEP TIGHT SECURITY ON THE DISCUSSIONS AND THAT OUP 
PRESIDENT HAD ONLY MADE TWO STATMENTS, TO THE EFFECT THAT 
THERE WAS NO BREAKTHROUGH AND THAT OUR POLICY HAD NOT CHANGED. 

WHEN THIEU AGAIN SPOKE OF THE NEED TO AGREE ON THE STATUS 
OF THE NLF, BERGER SAID FLATLY THAT WE WOULD NOT SUPPORT THEM 
IF THE GVN MADE THIS A CONDITION FOR TALKING WITH THE OTHER 
SIDE. THIEU BECAME INCENSED ("I AM MAKING A NOTE OF THAT") 

AND IT HAD TO BE EXPLAINED THAT WE DIDN’T REFUSE TO SUPPORT THE 
GVN IN ITS NON-RECOGNITION OF THE NLF, QUITE ON THE CONTRARY, BUT 
THAT WE COULDN’T SUPPORT THEM WHEN THEY WISHED HANOI TO 
ACKNOWLEDGE SOMETHING THAT WE KNOW HANOI WOULDN’T ACKNOWLEDGE. 

19. THIEU SAID WE WERE "ANSWERING ON BEHALF OF HANOI". WHY 
DIDN’T WE LET THE GVN TALK DIRECTLY WITH HANOI? WE SAID AGAIN, 

COME TO THE TALKS. THIEU SAID, NOT IF THE SATUS OF THE NLF 
ISN’T CLEARED UP. WE REMINDED HIM AGAIN THAT WE HAD REFUSED TO 
AGREE THAT IT WOULD BE A "FOUR-POWER CONFERENCE". BY THE TIME 
I AGREED, RELUCTANTLY, TO PUT TO WASHINGTON THE FORMULATION OF 
PARAGRAPH 4 ON WHICH THEY INSISTED (CALLING FOR "AGREEMENT ON 
THE PRELIMINARY AGGANGEMENTS"), IT WAS CLEAR THAT TIME HAD 
RUN OUT ON US. WE SAID IT SEEMED AS IF THE GVN WAS ASKING FOR 
A VETO ON WHETHER THE TALKS WERE TO TAKE PLACE. THIEU SAID IF 
THE GVN WANTED A VETO, THEY WOULD GO INTO THE TALKS. WHEN WE 
LEFT INDEPENDENCE PALACE, IT WAS 7:45 AM, AND WE KNEW—AND 
THEY KNEW—THAT OUR ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE BOMBING HALT WOULD 
HAVE TO BE- UNILATERAL ONE. 
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